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The ſeco 1 Part of r. Bing hamꝰs Scho- 
laſtical Hiſtory is conſidered, 
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obn. Mat, at the Roſe. 
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A Further Enquiry. into the 
Judgment and Practice of the 
Primitive Church, in Relati- 
on to Perſons being Baptized 


4d 


Lapel, e. 


| | liſhed my for- this,and the former Enquiry. 
| mer Enquiry into the Fudgment and Pra- 
Pice 7 the Primitive Church, in Relation to Perſons 
| {icing baptized by Lay-men, I freely declared, that 


f it could be proved, that the true Primitive Church 
ad maintained Lay-Baptiſm to be valid, and that it 
a Doctrine founded upon the Authority of the 

criptures, and after that, upon the Tradition of 

he Catholick Church, according to the Golden Rule of 
incentius Lirinenſis; if it be what has been believed 
all Places, at all Times, and by all the Faith- 
er I; I would publickly retract whatſoever I had ſaid on 
Pat Subject contrary to ſuch a Catholick Tradition. My 
 FMurpoſe in that Enquiry, was to ſhew why neither 
nor any one elſe, could reaſonably be con- 

Ninced of ſuch a Catbolicł Tradition by the firſt Part 

r. Bingham's Scholaſtical Hiſtory, and I ſhall 
Row ſhew, why I am as little convinced by this 

— cond Part. e | „ 
He begins with a ſort 1 rr ee 3s 
1 f Triumph "hte! =_ — * „e 5 = 1 = 

„„ had yielded all that 47 Greeks and Muſcovites, 

e | contended for with VV 

elation to the modern Greeks and Muſcovites, 
d the Churches (as they are called) of tbe Refor- 
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matlon. But I muſt deſire the Candid Reader to 
Examine what I have yielded on that Occaſion, 
and to judge fairly between us, I confeſs I did 
not much concern my ſelf to make nice and 
ſttict Enquities into the Senſe and Practice of 
the Moderns, the Merits of the Cauſe (as was 
agreed on both ſides) not depending thereon, 
the ſole Enquiry being about the Senſe and Practice 

F the Primitive Church, Therefore not having 

the Books by me which he cited, nor finding 
them in the Library at Canterbury which I con. 
ſulted, as being near me, I choſe rather to drop 
that Part of the Controverſy, than to delay the 
ſpeedy Publication of my Enquiry : Not thinking Cz 
it worth my. while to ſend for Books (though triarc 
eaſy enough to be procured) to ſatisfy my ſelf of Ph 
or the World, in a Matter on which the real Me-. 4rcu 
rits of the Cauſe had not any Dependance. Andi Greek 
for this Mr. Bingham has thought convenient to have 
be witty upon me. However, had the Merits off that 
the Cauſe depended on any Citations from theſe} 1y co 
Books, I ſhould not have made that Excuſe. Again ever 
in his Appendix, written in Anſwer to Mr. T. he recei 
takes a further Occaſion to inſult me, upon the een 
Advantages gained over me with Relation to th with 
modern Greeks and Muſcovites. Where he ſays only 
commend me to the honeſt Ingenuity of Dr. Brett, wh fon t. 
being ſenſible there was no withſtanding ſo many unde Auth 
niable Evidences, and unqueſtionable Allegations, cboſ ex pre 
rather to confeſs he had nothing to oppoſe or ſay again 
them, for want of Beoks to make a ju5} Enquiry. On 
would think a Man ſhould not talk at this Rate 


who was not ſecure that the Author he ſent hi - 0 
Adverſaries to confult, brought the moſt un Probi 


_ queſtionable Allegations on his Side. But | 

muſt, being ſo provoked, plainly tell him that 

done of them at leaſt (whatever may be ſaid o 
the reſt) aſſerts the direct contrary of W 
Nan >, * en 
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aſſerted. (4) I obſerve, ſays Arcudius, that almoſt 
all Greece, Ruſſia, Muſcovy, and other Provinces, 
who! continue in the Faith of Chriſt according to the 


| Greek Rites; do through Ignorance perſevere in that 
Error, Scruple and_ Superſtition, (it is to be noted 
that Arcudizs was a Papiſt, and therefore calls it 


Ignorance, Error, &c.) that in the Abſence of a Pres- 
byter they will rather permit their Children to dye with. 
out pa than waſh them in that ſalutary Laver; 


Becauſe they think it unlawful for them, being Laicks, 


to perform this Office, though in Cale. of Meceſſity. 
It ſeems they have no Regard to the pretended 
Canons of Nicepboras, or the Opinion of the Pa- 
triarch Feremy, or of Gabriel Severus, Archbiſho 

of Philadelphia ; Theſe Canons and Opinions tho' 
Arcudius urges them in order to perſuade the 
Greeks that they are in an Error; yet he owns they 


have no Influence on the Senſe and Practice f 


that Church, which according to him is direct- 
ly contrary ; A ſure Evidence that, by whomſo- 
ever thoſe Canons were made, they were never 


received by that Church. But I do not deſign 


even now to enter into a needleſs Controverſy 


with Mr. Bingham about the Greek Church, I have 
only ſaid thus much, to ſhew that he had no Rea- 


ſon to treat me ſcornfully for not conſulting his 
Authors, ſince one of them when conſulted is ſo 
expreſly againſt him. 0 "1 


8 WIN 4 3 1 a. n 1 4 


(a) Totam ferme Græciam, Ruſſiam, Moſcoviam, & alias 
Provincias, quæ in fide Chriſti ritu Græco perſeverant, ex 
imperitia in eo verſari Errore, Scrupulo & Religione, animad- 


verto; ut abſenti Presbytero malint permittere ut infantes 


e vita decedant, quam eos falutari lavacro abluere; quod 
exiſtimant ſibi Laicis, ne in neceſſitate quidem, licere hoc mure- 


Jern Greeks, to what this learned Gentleman has 


0 Indeed 


re fungi. Arcud. de Baptiſm. Cap. xi. de Miniſtro Baptiſmi, | 
. 27» +4 Ks TW TER 9 27 4 


owned or excuſed it. For I would be more 


Dr. Hicks alſo, as an Acceſſary to it, (b) I on- 


inſtead o 


"% 9 


8 3. He is not fe ige. Indeed when I Wrote 
* to own a Miſthce my former Enquiry T had 
Mais — Kr his = Reaſon to depend im. 
dverſary for a Miftake ar- plicitly on his Citations, 
knowledged and correded. nor Would 1 do it in af 
Point whereon the Merits of the Cauſe depende; 
I then found him quoting Socrates three or four 
Times for a Story which he ſays nothing of : W.- 
Which I would not now have taken Notice of 
again, if he had been ſo ingenuous as to have 


i 


s 


preg tha to reflect a fecond Time on a |. 
iſtake, which my Adverſary had acknowledged. Wh; 
But Mr. Bingham has thought fit to reflect upon 
Mr. L. again, and again, and again, not only 
after Mr. L. had acknowledged his Overſight, but 
had corrected it, and given Thanks to the Diſ- 
coverer. And he does not think it enough to 
reflect on Mr. L. whoſe Miſtake it was, but on 


der, ſays he, That ſo Learned and Acute a Man as 
Dr. Hicks, ſhould carefully read over bis Papers, and 
never obſerve ſuch an Heap of Blunders, till an Adver- 
came more kindly to diſcover them. It ſeems 
Mr. L. by acknowledging himſelf guilty of one 
Blunder, and thanking his Adverſary for diſco- 
vering it, and having now alſo corrected it, 
inſtead of meriting a Pardon for it, which he 
would not have failed of from any Candid Adver- 
fary, after ſuch an Acknowledgment, has it mul- 
tiplied into an Heap. There was but one Blun- 
der before the Acknowledgment made, and 

Thanks Raue for the Diſcovery; but after that, 

having the Fault leſſened by Confeſſion, 

it is magnified, Such Treatment of an Adverſary, 
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) Scholaſt. Hiſt, Part, It, Ave 5 Early 4.8 


1 
> ſay che leaſt of it, is not genteel. But I know 
ot how Dr. Hicks comes to be concerned in this 
eap of Blunders, as this one Blunder is now 
led ; I am. confident Mr. Bing bam could not 
now that Dr. Hicks ever ſaw the Book of Sacer- 
e Powers in Which this Inſignificant Miſtake 
for ſo I may call it, ſince the Argument was 
Hot affected by it) was diſcovered». It is not fair 
Jo charge a Man of the Doctor's Character upon 
eer Conjecture, without any Manner of Proof. 
And yet he is charged wich this Blunder upon 
m er Conjecture, without any kind of Ground for 
it. But the Doctor has deſired me, and ſo has 
Ir. L. likewiſe, to acquaint Mr. Bing bam and 
the World, that Dr. Hicks neyer ſaw Mr. L's Book © 
of Sarerdotal Powers, in which this Blunder has 
been - diſcovered, till after it was printed and 
[publiſhed. But to return to what I my ſelf am 
concerned in, leaving Mr. L. to anſwer for him · 
eee iD * 
As to the Opinion of S. 4. The Stare of the 
the Church of Eagland, he S bet we en us, con- =_ 
obleryes, that I have gi- Chord, FR 18 . ee iy! 
ven a ſhort Anſwer, viz. © N nord $1 
That he has [aid nothing but what was ſaid before, in a 1 
ſmall Pampblet called the Judgment of the Church of 
England, in the Cale of Lay-Baptiſm, which has 
been fully anſwered, by Mr. L. And indeed till Mr. 
L's Anſwer to that Pamphlet has received a Res 
ply, I ſee no Occaſion for my ſelf or any other 
to ſay any more upon that Topick. If Men 
will repeat Arguments already anſwered without 
hewing the Invalidity of the Anſwers, I ſhall not 
give my ſelf the Trouble to reply to them. For 
to What Purpoſe is it to argue with thoſe that | 
will only repeat their Objeaions after an Anſwer. lf 
given, without taking Notice of the Anſwers, (14 
— and ſne wing wherein they are defective pat 


» 


"Wh 
my Anjmer, conernars 915. and Practice of the ancient 
7 Sen | 3 V | 
mares for E 1 Chur ch, he Pr omiſes to But 
Aderell. give me Satisfattion in m WM ſhew 
en Way, and anſwer all Cou!: 
my Demands, and once more try my Ingenuity, by the knov 
Evidence of the plaineſt Demonſtration. However, Wl reje#t 
before he comes to this Demonſtration, he thinks WW Fabi: 
fit to ſhew rhe unhappy Method ] have taken, to ob. ter A 
viate the Force of his former Diſſertation : In which Wl the C 
he acknowledges, that be only alledged private Wri- But | 
vers; but he complains that thoſe, though they ſpake Ml ticks 
never ſo plain, were all anſwered in a Word, that they Neit 
delivered only their own private Senſe, and not the Senſe of bette 
| the Church, He adds, That ſome Perſons would be apt to Sozoy 
;  complainof this as bard Uſage.Yet if it be hard Uſage, WW Ruf 
$3 Mr Bingham muſt thank himſelf for it, this being Trut 
| an Argument made uſe of by him in this very ¶ becai 
_ Controverſy : (e) For he ſays, that if the Evidence with 
_ of St. Chryſoſtom, St. Baſil, and St. Cyprian, were appe 
entirely on the Objector s ſide,” it would not weigh wery I Story 
much, 1770 it would be only their private Senſe, and Biſhe 
wot the Prattice of the Church. But it ſeems this is to be 
no Argument, when uſed by me and Mr. L. in en 
though it be a very good one, when uſed againit W com 
s us. Let the impartial Reader therefore judge, WM ginub 
| | Who has moſt Reaſon to complain of hard Ulage. only 
However I have not only ſaid, that this was the WW chap. 
private Opinion of the Authors he has cited; but then 
| have proved it to be ſo from the Manner of their ¶ that 
| expreſſing it. I have ſhewed that Tertullian de- trary 
7 clares the Senſe of the Church as different from from 
his own Sentiments : That St. Auſtin acknow- Þ mote 
ledges he cannot ſay, whether his Opinion is pen 
right or not. And this I have proved from the St. J 


very Paſſages cited by Mr. Bingham. He ſays, under, 


c Stholaft, Hiſt, Part 1. page 38. 


- a * 
; * pt, \ 
: 


Senſe WF That I anſwer the Decree of the Council of Eliberis, 
cien Wl by ſaying that it is 4 particular, not a general, Council: 
s to But this is not all 1 anſwer to it, for I have 
n ſhewed from the Words of the Decree, that the 
Council introduced a new Law, before un- 
the known to the Catholick Church. He ſays that 1 
Ver, reject the Story of: Alexander and Athanaſius as 3 
inks Wi Fable, and à meer hearſay Story, becauſe it bas no bet- 
o oh. ter Authority than Sozomen and Rufin : And leſſer 
hich the Character of theſe | Hiſtorians as over. credulboa. 
Wri- But I have only juſt hinted what the beſt Cri- 
ſpake ticks have judged concerning thoſe Hiſtorians : 
they Neither have I rejected the Story, as having no 


better Authority than Rufin, from whom alone 
Sox omen and others have taken it, but becauſe 


age, WH Rufin himſelf tells it only as an Hearſay, for the 
eing Truth of which he will not be anſwer able, and 
very becauſe the Story it ſelf is not to be reconciled 
aence with the Hiſtory of thoſe Times, by which it 
were W appears that Athanaſius was not a Boy, as the 
very; Story repreſents him to be, whilſt Alexander was 
and Biſhop; And for many other Reaſons too long 


15 15. to be here inſerted, which the Reader may find 
r. in my former "Enquiry. Mr. Bingham further 
ainſt complains that when be urged the plaineſt Words ima- 
dee, ginable from St. Jerome, be is told that theſe proceeded 
age. W only from a Slip of St. Jerome': Pen. This he calls, 
the ¶ charging the Fathers ur writing in @ Dream, and letting 
but then Pens ran too fat. I have ſhewn from Dr. Forbes, | 
their that the Paſſage here referred to is directly con- 
de- trary to all the reſt of St. Ferome's Dialogue, 
Ty om from whence it is quoted. Could 1 then ſpeak 
10W- mote mildly of it than to ſay it was a Slip of his 
IN is Pen? Mr. Bingham I am ſure is as free with 
the St. Jerome, (d) when he tells us, He is at a Ldfi. to 
ſays, Wl underſtand. St. Jerome's | Reaſoning, and make, bim 
Wong oo for tt a IRIS Penh yy +a. 
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(d) Scholaſt, Niſt. Part II. Pag. 214: | 
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Fa. 3 
* agreeahly to tbe Senſe of tbe Catholick C bunch. 
He adds, That St. Auſtin has nd better Quarter, be 

#8 rejected, as one that only ſpeaks: bis private: Opinion. 
But then I have proved from his o-ẽ/n Words 
that he delivers it as his private Opinion. But 
it ſeems I have ſaid that this Father built his Opi- 
nion on a wrong. Foundation, viz. the abſolute Neceſſity 
f | Baptiſm to Salvation. And my learned Friend 
cannot deny this to have been his Opinion as to 
Infants, he knew that might be ſufficiently 
proved from (e) what he has written againſt the 
2 elagians. And that he alſo makes the Par tici- 
pation of the 8 to the Salvation 
of Infants. But he ſays, St. Auſtin in truth bad no 
- other Opinion of the Neceſſity of Baptiſm in Adult Per- 
ſont, (whatever he might think of Children) but bat 

the whole Cat boliełk Church! had of it. Though he 
refers ns for the Proof of it to another Work not 

Pet publiſhed, yet T do acknowledge that it may 

1 be proved from (F) St. Auſtins Treatiſe of Bap. 
| tiſm againſt the Donatiſts. However I muſt 

4 ſtill ſay, I know not how to make St, Auſtin per- 

fectly conſonant to himſelf, in what he ſays of the 

I) abſolute Neceflity of Baptiſm in one Place, and 

of no more than a general Neceſſity in another. 

That he ſhould deny Salvation to Children Who 

wy dpe without Baptiſm, though they failed to re- 

3 ceive it, neither through any Fault of their own, 


' . - - a 
' nor ot their Patents, but meerly becauſe they) 
F | . 2 | 
| were taken off before it was poſſible to get them 
0 


| _ baptized: And yet maintain alſo that the invi-M Side 
a3 ſible Grace of Baptiſm is conferred, where the mon) 
[ outward Miniſtration has not been applied, pro- wy C 
I gw rl eß et Sint ta L niger 1M RAT Sand 
f . — — — PP — —— EE the C 


* 


7 ; * L 4 t. 
1. cap; 11. De 
4% 4 Contra duas Pelagianorum Epiſt, Jib. 1. c4p. 22. U 


te) Poſſer. Reſponſ. contr; Julian. ib. 


1 
vided this Omiſſion proceed not from any con- 
temptuous Neglect ef che Sacrament, but meerly 
from Neceſſity. If Me. Ring bam canteconcile theſs 
things; he may vindicate this Fatherifrom what 
Jes take to be an Inconſiſtency. But he calls 
this charging Men of: great and venerable Names with 
Heteradaxy,: a Word which I do not remember I 
bave made uſe of in my whole Enquiry. But 1 
hope there is Difference in ſaying; hat a: Man is 
dert iaulan in his Opigion, and in ſaying, that be i: 8 
Heteradas. And if. Jam guilty of making this if 
Charge upon St; Auſtin, I mult deſire Mr. Bing- 5 
bam do olear himſelſ from the like Charge he has 0 
made upon St. Jerome, when he ſays, He is at a | "my 
Laſs 40! take him ſpeak, agreeably ta; the Senſe of tha = 
Catholich Church, | What)he can-ſayi torclear hims 1 
ſelf will clear me. By this partial Miſrepreſen- 
tation of my Anſwer, he pretends to have made 
2. full Reply to all my Objections, againſt the 
Authorities produced by him in his firſt Scholaſti- 
cal Hiſtory ef Lay Raptiſm. I only beg the Favour 
of the Learned to read my Enquiry, and judge 
the it I have not eke my Allegations in a diffe- 
„ and rent Manner from what he repreſents me to have 
other. _ 1 e 0 2 1 6 n 
whos Having thus replied, 8. 6, % An wer to wy 
to re- 25 he b — the 74h es. Pet 
- own, Anfwer I have made to 
they his Teſtimonies, he proceeds to invalidate: the 
t them Teſtimonies I have brought co prove the other 
inyi - Side of the Queſtion. He begins with my Teſti- 
re the mony from St. Baſil, and tells me, It will do 
I, pro- ¶ my Cauſe much more! Harm than Good, and if 
vided Hand to it, my Cauſe is utterly loſt. And indeed, it 
— I the Caſe be ſo as my learned Friend repreſents 
, Pe] ity he has very juſt Cauſe to tax me with a Want 
; 1ib. 3. of Sagacity. However let us ſee what he ſays, it is 
that St. Baſil's Canons Wy viꝝ · That Hereticks 


— * = "I 8 l » ns _—_ „ —— —__—_ * a ts. 


end 


at. 


N ſm] 
and Schiſmaticks' were only repute Lay men, and That 
the Baptiſins of Heretic ks or Sc biſmuticls or not ſo gond as 
Lay men, were therefore to be veyented, hecuuſe they were 
Lay men. The firſt of theſe Poſitions Mr. Bingbam 
fays, is what the Church bas decreed. in all hen general 
Councils : But the Church never came into St. Cyprian: 
or St. Baſil's Notion in the ot ber Part, that the Baptriſms N hav 
of Hereticks or Schiſmaticks; or not fo good as La) - men, Whnilion. 
were therefore to be rind uſe they were Lay he 1a 
men. Whereas in Truth, the Church acted di- diffe 
rectly contrary to what'tMr. Bingham here re. Rutho 
preſents it to have done, and he ver determined that Mhckno 
Hereticks and Schiſmaticks Were but Lay men; and ¶ftiſm o 
therefore received their ' Baptiſint, us the Bapriſms of Nreived 
Perſons who were not Lay-men, but Prieſts. This ap- [{Whereft 
pears evident from the Concluſion of this firſt / loſt 
anon of St. Baſil, where he ſays, That (g) It 3s MreRtity 
bigbij reaſonable that thoſe bo come frum tbeir Bap- Nie Re 
tiſin ſhould be . anomted, of "confirmed by the Faithful, Nat 
and ſo proceed to the Participation of the Holy Myſte- NIowe 
ries. For I know that we hade received our Brothers, Ine, as 
Zois and Saturninus, who were of them, into the 1 Fenly S. 
A 


receive 
"bo 
fore. 1 


copal Chair, Therefore we can mo longer ſeparate t 
from the Church' ho were joined to them, 'having al- Iput me 
ready made a Canon for their Communion, by the Re- peſides 
ception of their Biſl ops, So Balſamon in his Com- Mounde 
ment on this Canon obſerves, that St. Baſil in Mvith it 
this Place pronounces that the Novatians, Encratites, From S 
and Hydroparaſtates be not rebaptized,' but that they ute on 
be anointed with the | Holy Chriſm, and ſo made Par- fhowgh 
takers of the Holy Sacraments;" and being” Biſhops be his An 
"0 3 e mne DUB WA 16 1OT received 8 
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ore it Neu Appears, that St. Baſil does not te- 
tue Senſe of the Church to be, hat Heretickt 
Ward Sehiſmaticks, that is, Heretical and Schiſmatical 
Prieſti, were but La men. He indeed teſtifies; this 


lion," and that himſelf was .enclined to be of 


Authority, and in the Concluſion of his Canon 
Þcknowledpes,' that he could not refuſe the Bap - 


eved by the Church as Biſhops. I cannot 


y löſt, if I do ſtill reſolve to ſtand by St. BafiT's 
eſtimiony: And am therefore contented to let 
the Reader judge, to whom the Want of due Sa- 
patty, if not of Sincerity, ought to be imputed. 
However Mr. Bingbam is pleaſed to triumph over 


only St. Baſil, but the whole Catholick Church, 
deſides relating ro St. Baſil's Teſtimony being 
ounded on this Hypotheſis muſt Rand or fall 
rom St. Jerome and Chryſoſtom, he pretends to re- 


hough I might eaſily reply to the other Parts of 


ſhall chooſe to ware it at preſent, that I may 
ome to that wherein he has now placed the 
priory hole Merits of the Cauſe... | ; 


* Tov 
bes {oe i 


ere in their Thrones, according a the laſt Canon 
"og ſecotid Synod bas decreed. From hence there-' 


o have been the Opinion of Sc: Cyprian and Hr 
he ſame Mind, but finding che Church to have 
different Semſe of this Matter, he yields to that 
iſm of thoſe Perſons, whoſe Baptizers were re- 
herefore yet ſee how my Cauſe ſhould be: utter- 


e, às if he had undeniably proved, that not 
ephted Heretical and Schiſmatical Prieſts to be 
dut meer Lay- men. All therefore that he ſays 

ik it. The Evidences alſo. which I produced 
ute on the ſame Hypotheſis. And therefore, 
is Anſwer to thoſe Teſtimonies, and ſhew that 


St. Ferome's Dialogue is not ſo intricate as he re- 
preſents it, but very plain and intelligible, yet 
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unaut barixed State, and diveſted of All Sar e 
Power; not having ſo much as the Name, much leſ * 
| the | Dignity and Aubority, of Prieſts, but entixely re: r 
+ g duced to the State and Qualit of ELoy=men 4 do aſſure | 2 
. | ; 0 | : | F. 22 7 ay * cording 
ö bim, be ſhould ba ve bad no further Diſpute with me, binſcif 
1 whatever be might have had with others on this Subject. Ml... . 
Baut foraſmuch as I do think he has not proved 
. this, whatever Demonſtration he has pretended 
| ro, Ichink it neceſſary that, in Vindication. of 
1 what I conceive to be Right and Truth, I ſhould 
ſhew, that he has by no means demonſtrated 
9 what he pretends to- Therefore having dae 
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. „„ 
him ſor the Complement he is pleaſed to make 
Iwill now proceed to examine this Point on 
which he now makes the Merits of the Cauſe to 


tical "Prieſts, and Degraded Clergy. men, are Entirely 
reduced to the State and Quality of Laymen ? For 
Mr. Bingham ſpeaking of Mr. L. ſays, (H) If this 
Author can ſhew, either iſt, That the Baptiſms of 
Hrretioks were rejected Univerſally by the. unanimous 
101" 8 /ote of all the ancient Councils; or zdly, That thoſe 
"WY Hereticks, 2vboſe Buptiſins were. received, were true 
Prieſts of God in actual Commiſſion and Aut hority when 
they baptized, and not reduced to the Condition of Lay - 
men by the Cenſures of the Church ; then I will un be 
I bas the Truth of ancient \Hiftory on his Side. The firſt 
Point we pretend not to diſpute with him, 
therefore the Merits of the Cauſe depends only 
on the latter Point, and if we can make that out, 
as I doubt not but we may, it is plainly confeſſed, 
that we have the Truth of ancient Hiſtory on 
our Side. For if we prove either of theſe Pro- 
poſitions, it is as much as 7 ayes 1 Ta \ 
$8! pr, $49) Now Mr. Bingham 
r nl dcn, G tells us, that f by Biſhop, 
not © entirely Lay men, ac- or Prieſt, be meant one that 
cording to Mr. Bingham 5 received ſuch an Ordina- 
Link i tion from the Church, to the 
Office Hs Biſhop, or PrieFt, as that, if the Man turns 
Hepetick or Schiſmatict, or Apoſtate, or is Excommu+ 
nicate or Degraded, yet bis Ordination remains ſo far. 
Indelible or Inwiolable, as that, if the Church thinks fi 
after all his Crimes and Suſpenſions to admit bim, upon bis 
Repentance, to officiate again, be ſhall not need a new 
Ordination to qualify bim for it: Is this Senſe there are 


( 


None 


Ll 
WIS: * 


(4) Schalaft. Kit. Part II. Append. p. 22. 
_ (1) Kxbolaſt. Hiſt, Part I. Pag. 88, .. 
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depend: Which is, W betber Heretical and Schiſma- 


none among. the Ancients but will. allow Heieticks an 
| Schiſmaticks to be Biſhops and Prieſts, according to tber 


8] 


reſpettive. Ordert. And when in the Diſcipline of th 


| Chaich, it 1 thought proper to deprive them of th 4 

Power. and Honour of their Places; yet. even in thi . 
Cuſe, ibe Cburch did not intend to deny the Falidiiy « 

their Ordination, but ſuppoſed that to remain ſo. entire, a ©. 
that, F ever after the Church ſhould recal them to tb e 
Offices, ' ſhe would not do it by giving them a new Ord .__ - 
nation; but. ſuppoſed that to remain ſo entire, at that, Bur] 
Fever after the Church ſhould recal them to thoſe Office, rex 
ſhe. would not do it by giving them a new Ordination tant 
any more than a new: Baptiſm. Which is largely inſit. con 
ed on by St. Auſtin againft the Donatiſts, and by St. Men 
Jerome _ againf# the Luciferians. ; both which Sect: 4245 
Pleaded for tbe In validity of Heretical Ordinat ions, but Re 
were refuted upon this Principle of the Cat holicł Church ll woul 
That Baptiſm and Ordination, though ſinfully given, an nion 
not to be wholly annulled, or afterward repeated. IM wich. 
this Senſe Hereticks and Sthiſmaticks, and Degradeiſſ was n 
Priefts, were allowed to be Prieſts ſtill, and their Act. 4 * 
10 be valid, though done irregularly, finfully, and un- receis 
lawfully, againſt the Rule and Authority of the Church, yet q 
to their own Deſtruction. This is Mr. Bing bam; place 
Account of Heretical, Schiſmatical, and Degra-M been 
ded Prieſts, for which he quotes St. Auſtin, and Here 
S. Jerome, yet when I ſaid fro m St. Ferome that the BY pin Q 
Ort bodo received the Arian Clergy according to the uſurp! 
Orders they had received during their Hereſy, that is, / frequy 
Biſhop was ſtill reputed a Biſhop, 4 Prieſt, a\ Prieſt, judice 
and a Deacon, à Deacon: (m) He tells me, this 5 Biſho} 
only my own Imagination and Invention for Want of an W and 2 
era Under ſtanding of the Diſcipline of the Church. Now Arian, 
though I do not pretend to underſtand the Dil- ¶ that 8 
cipline of the ancient Church ſo. well, as my Heres 
learned Friend; yet I thought I might ſay what Nor Seb 
EE: RD 
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he had-{aid'befote:me, und need tiot fearleaſt he F 


ani e eee eee t tear leaſt ne i 


f on Imagination and Invention for ſo faying.” 
EH Thad faid tRatthe Church did not receive an 
Arm Prieſts into her Communion, without re- 
ſtaring them to their Stations and Honours, he 
might have called chis my Imagination and In- 
vention: But I ſaid no ſach Thing. I 'only ſaid 
tbuntht Ort bodoꝶ did receive the Arian Clergy arcord- 
ing to the Orders they had received during their Hereſy. 
But I did nor ſay that they were bound to re- 
ceive all indiſcriminately, and might not keep 
them̃ under Diſcipline as long as ſhould ſeem 
convenient. I did not ſay that the Church might 
not oblige them to continue in Lay-communion 
as long as ſhe ſaw nt: Or that ſhe might not uſe 
her Diſcretion, how, and in what manner, ſhe 
would receive them. For whatever mean Opi- 
nion my learned Friend has of my underſtanding, 
with Relation to Eccleſtaſtical Antiquiries, I. 
was not ſo little acquainted with thoſe Matters 
as not to know, that though the Church did 
receive Hereticks to their Stations and Dignities; 
yet ſhe was not bound to let them enjoy thoſe 
Places unleſs ſne pleaſed. Nay, it would have 
been unjuſt in the Church to have permitted 
Heretieks and Schiſmaticks, who were Prieſts or 
Biſhops, always to continue in the Places they had 
uſurped, or taken Poſſeſſion of, becauſe very 
frequently this could not be done without Pre- 
judice to others. Thus, if there was a Catholick 
Biſhop in actual and legal Poſſeſſion of any See, 
and an Heretick or Schiſmatick, ſuppoſe an 
Arian, Novatian, or Donatiſt Biſhop intruded into 
that See,; and acted as the Biſhop of it, if this 
Heretick, or Schiſmatick ſhould leave his Herefy ; 
or Schiſm, and be reſtored to full Communion, 
and bring over all his Party to the Catholick 
5 5 02 41 Av G. „ Communion, 
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Communion, the Church neither would, nor 
could, allow him to be Biſhop af that See, as he 
. becauſe this would ha ve 
een an Injury to the Catholick Biſhop who 
was in Poſſeſſion. But though for this, or any 
other Reaſon ſhe might order, that ſuch a Biſhop 

| ſhould communicate only as à Presbyter, or a8 a 
Lay-man; yet ſhe did nor intend to make him no 

— Biſhop. by that Injunction. And if he ſhould 
afterwards be put into that See he had before 
uſurped, or into any other, the Orders he recei- 
ved in his Hereſy, or Schiſm, were not to be 
repeated: And in the mean time, if the Biſhop, 
in whoſe Dioceſe he lived, or any other Oatho- 
lick Biſhop, was diſpoſed to employ him to per- 
form any meer Epiſcopal Acts, ſuch as to Or- 
dain, or Confirm, he might then perform any of 
thoſe Offices, which no Lay-man, or even 
Presbyter could be authorized to do. © The ſame 
may be ſaid of a Prieſt, or Deacon, with Relation 
to what belonged to thoſe Offices. Whereas if 
they had been entire Lay. men, as is pretended; they 
could not have been admitted to officiate as 
Prieſts without an Ordination: For no meer Lay- 
man, though ever ſo Orthodox, was allowed to 
do ſo in the Primitive Churcec ng 


W 


S8. 9. Three ſorts of Lay- © But this Learned 0 


men, according to My. Bing · tleman, in order to main - 
dam: Which I cannot allow. tain his Paradox, has 
thought fit to diſtinguiſh three Sorts of Lay- 
men. (A) Firſt Catholick Lay. men, ' who never bad 
any Pretence to Sacerdotal Antharity, or Commiſſion in 
the Church. Secondly, Heretical La- men, who 
pretended to bave a Sacerdotal Commiſſion, ben vbey 
really bad none. © Or Thirdly, ſuch Bay men as once bud 
4 true Sacerdotal. — 3 but weve afterwards 
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theſe, he ſays, be does not yet remember any 8 


Conuoi bus direttiy determined any thing for, pA 


the Baptiſm admmiſtered by or A indeed 125 
ſhould any General Council determine any thing 


when it does not app 
men did pretend 
ancient Church; 'howſoever ſome Fathers deela- 


red it their ptirate Opinion, that they might do it 


in Caſe of Neceſſity ?- But foraſmuch as The does 


not appear, that ever it was done, there was no 
Council directly to determine 


Oecaſion for. 
its Invalidity. 1 


o there needs no Diſpute about 


theſe Layl men, ſinee Mr. Bingham acknowledges, 
that he cannot find any General Council {by 


Which Alone he would now have the Cafe tried) 


allow to be Liy-men; but then 1 eannor allow, 


that the Primitive Church ever received the 


Bap tiſins adminiſtered by fuch, And for his chird 
Sokt, 1 cannot admit that they were Lay men 


* Oy mp | examine what he has to 


prove that t Cnerch allowed. theBapriſins * 
his Macon Cort of Lay men, that is, ſuch as pre · 


tended ta. baue  Sikerdotal Comipiſion, whin they 


really bad none.” The any Inftange he produces to 


pro this, is fromthe Chutghes' receivitg the 
aptiſm of the Nowatians, who; he ſays, pretended to 
Hop a true Sacerdotul Cammi. 


it evident, 


that he has oued ie proved 2 =O 


3 N 


of ther cee bythe fame Power of the | 
whith firſt gave it, and ſo were reduced to the 
Stass ond Condition of Lay men again. The firſt of 


directly, about the Validity of ſuch Baptiſhi, 
that ever any ſuch'Lay= 
adminiſter Baptiſm in fee 


that authorizes ſuch Baptiſms pretendedly admi- 
niſtered by chem. His ſecond Sort 1 do alle 


and ſhall give my ee for it in the p proper 


„ben they really bad 
none; If therefott I ban ſhew that the ? Nodurln; 
had à ttue SactidoraF Commiſſion, theh'T ſhall make 


Occaſion, if chis be found to fail him, it is 


ao} 


1 niſtered by his ſecond Sort of Lay: men Becauſe 
this being the only. Inſtance produced on chi 


manifeſt that he has not proved his Point: 
8. 1% The Npyatians I am therefore now to 
Ko true Ordination, Pr ſhew, that the Nowatians 
had a true Ordination from ſuch as had Authority 
to ordain them. For Novatian himſelf Was 
ordained by chrey. Biſhops. Of And Mr, Bingham 
acknowledges; that if the 1 Hand- of, a 
as. all that Wa geſſary 7 the true Grd ination of 4 
Biſbop, then it could not be: denied d that Novatian was 
atrueB 1 . Butihe adds; theſe Gentlemen cannot le 
Inorant, that 10 4 true Ordination e Bar elſe. « 
required beſi des.the Hayd: of three Biſhop «. But indeed 
I am fp ignorant, that Ido not know, that any 
thing more is required for a true Ordination; than 
the Hands of three Biſhops, ſuppoſing, the.Perſon 
to be ordained capable of receiving Ordination, 
as Nowatian ee ieh was, being at that very 
time a Presbyter of the Church of Rome. For 
I can diſtinguif 7 een A: te Qrdingation, and a 
Canonical regular Ordinatiqn. Undoubtedly the 
Ordination, aß this. Grand, Schifnatick was as 
ungRnonjcal and.arregular a5. cguld be: hut, ſtill 
had an Ordination, whigh, x ough ſhameful 
and villainops in all its, can ances, was ne- 
Verthel leſs a true Ordination; ſuch as A5 no 
eſſential Parts. Three. Biſhqps had A uthority to 
ordain a Biſhop,, Noyatian,was a Presbyter, an 
therefore. an of being advanced to — — 


ignicy, theſe three > Biſhaps, I 0 their 


Hands on him and ed What was 
=s wanting tg a true Ordir a Me Bo gbam 
[2ys, that Nopatian ſet 1 —7 90 his Parry upon 


en, and made them drank, and then Fomgel 
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led them by Force to ordain him. Theſe were 


ſhameful Circumſtances, yet they were but 
Circumſtances. All that this amounts to is, 
that the Act was not Voluntary; the three Bi- 
ſhops: did not conſecrate lim of their own good 
Will; but were drawn into it partly by Perſuaſi- 
on; and partly by Threats. But whatever were 
their Motives to this Act, they did certainly 
conſecrate him, that is Gant. And if the 
Motives which induced them to do it, made the 


Conſecration Void and Null, then no Man can 


know who is rightly conſecrated. For if the 
Biſhops, that conſecrate any Perſon, ſhall ſay 

that they did it by Compulſion, and not with 
a free Will, and this be allowed a ſufficient 

Plea to make ſuch Conſecration Null, all the 
Conſecrations in this Realm, made ſince the 
Reformation, may be ſo nullified: Becauſe the 
Archbiſhop and Biſhops may ſay they were com- 
pelled to conſecrate the Perſon preſented to 


them, with the Danger of incurring a Premunire 
if they ſhould have refuſed it. It is true the Force 


uſed: by Novatian was illegal, and the Force put 
upon our Biſhops has the Sanction of a Law. But 
Force, either lègal, or illegal, is ſtill Force, and 
therefore if Force may be pleaded to make an 
Act void, it may be pleaded in one Caſe as well 


Jas the ther... 


Another thing according to Mr. Bingham, which 


uiterly_annulled_the Ordination of Novatian, and 


made him no true Biſhop, was, that againſt all the 
Laps of the Chareh, and Rules of: Catholick Unity, be 

intruded himſelf into 4 full See, where anot ber 144 
Regularly, and Divinely choſen before bim. This „ 
indeed another wicked Circumſtance, which 
made Novatian à Schiſmatick; an Intruder, or 
whatever other ill Name has been beſtowed upon 


Miu e of Biſhop. 
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good Reaſon indeed why he ſhould not poſſei 


new Conſecration. 
zt bome to the Point, That the Church rereiweil th 


meant the Impoſition uſed in Ordination. That is, if 


1 
* * c * 
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Biſhop be confectared to a full See, chat t aver 


or enjoy that See, and if he goes about to get 
Poſſeſſion of it, he is an Intruder, and à Schifmy. 
tick: But he is rievertheleſsa Biſhop, and whey: 
ever he is admitted to a Biſhoprick, Med 

1 nerefore 1 cannot grant, 
though my learned Friend hopes I will, that hh 


on ms of ſuch Hereticks as adminiſtered it in du 
Form, though they never bad "veal, * but | only pretenatel 
Ordination, But he adds, that if Lask, Why 1ben 
. #he Council of Nice did not order the Novatian- Bi 
ſhops” and Prieſte ro be re ordaind? He anſwers, 
Some learned Men think ſue did mute ſucb av Oriler in 
der eighth Canon; which appoints thim to be rectiwel 
among the Catholick" Clergy by -Impoſition of "Hands 
bg Stlepres ad rh Mirth d rer Iv nf Ace. But I ant nt 
ure, ſays he, that Impoſition of | Hands in that Place, 


I will chink-that the Councibof Nice means what 
Mr. Bing bam is not ſure that it does mean; then 
I have an Anſwer, otherwile x to expect no 
Anſwer from Him. 144 ent Ae 3410 0 
F. it. The Cb PI * Neeeies- it it 
Ne artnowleuged the No- odd oblige my Friend, 
vatians 20 be truly. ordained, © I could — Sr chat 
verde gine may be under ſtood of 1 1g 
5Y Spy 1030 4 vt an 
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n and Zouaras, the two Greek Canoniſts, and 


y a greater than either of them, Biſhop Beve- 
ire: And Fam very well contented, that it ſhould 


hey put upon ir. For they underſtand it to, 
gnify the Ordination received among the Ne- 
ian, and interpret it thus, Thoſe that are al- 
eady ordained, let them ſa remain in the Clergy. If 
r. Bingham approves of this Expoſition, I am 
2ady r0- yield it him with all my Heart: For 
ere cannot be a plainer Acknowledgment of 
he Validity of the Nevatian Ordinations than 
his is. But becauſe he ſays he is not ſure that: 


ſed'in Ordination; I ſhall not inſiſt upon that In- 
erpretation, there being Paſſages enough in the 


>ouncil did not order the Nowatzans to be re- 
drdained; I ſhall begin with the Paſſage here 
ited by Mr. Bing bam: Xueg he d ld, win! reg 
AN Which he has not rightly expounded, 
n-faying that the Council in thoſe Words appoints 
lem {the Nowatians| to be received among the Ca- 
bolick Clergy, by Impoſition of Hands, becauſe there 
not one Word in that Sentence, that can in any 
Conſtruction whatſoever be expounded to receive. 
But the plain literal Tranſlation is, Impoſition of 
ands being given them, let them ſo. remain in the 
lergy. The Words, ſo remain, evidently prove that 
r e 
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nd do acknowledge it is ſo expounded by Bal. | 


mpoſition. of Hands in that Place, means the Impoſition 


anon, to prove beyond all Diſpute, that the 
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they were not then to be received into che 


| Clergy, as if they were not Clergy men before, 


but that they being already Clergy-men are to 


continue ſuch. So that taking Impoſition of 


Hands in either Senſe, for Orainatian 'or-Recon- 
ciliatlon, it muſt imply that they were Clergy: 
men, even during their Schiſm. Becauſe if it be 
underſtood of Ordination, the following Words 
#tws fun, fo to remain, plainly reſtrain it to the 


Senſe which the two Canoniſts, and Biſhop Be. 


veridge took it in, for it would be Nonſenſe to 
2 Let tbem be ordained, and ſo remain in the 
Clergy; for if they were not Clergy-men be- 
fore, they could not be ſaid to remain in the 


Clergy, for no Man is ſaid to remain, or be con- 
tinued in an Office when he is but juſt put into 


it. If the Impoſition of Hands mean Reconciliation 


only, as Mr. Bingham. ſeems. to think it daes, at 


leaſt he owns he is not ſure of the contrary; 
then the Meaning is, Let them, being reconciled to 
the Church by Impoſition of Hands, ſo remain in the 
Clergy. But meer Reconciliation could not make 
them Glergy*men, if they were not ſo before: 


If it would, then all Hereticks and Schiſmaticks, 


that were received into the Church by a Recon. 
ciliatory Impoſition of Hands, muſt have been 
ſo made Clergy- men, which 1 think my learned 


Friend will not aſſert. l is 22 bi 
Another Paſſage in this Canon, which proves 


that the Council of Nice did look upon the No- 
vatian Biſhops, &c.. as Clergy- men, even during 


their Schiſm, is this, 27% r ads dr: in nopous 


1 | 4 | [4 e | & 2 ' 
ei rt & Toato1 avlol pore ivetoxonlo eee es, of iveroxe- 


pars &y I Aeg Hoo ws moi avis opal, Whereſoever 
then, whether in Villages or in Cities, they only 


des ber en 71 ly . are 
found to be ordained, ſuch as are found in the Clergy 


% 


ſhall he in the ſame Order. This is not giving them 
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cheif being already ordained, and a Contidaance 


of chem in the; lame. Order. Then che Fathers | 
by: J N POSTED 
Pr ed F there: be 4 Biſhop or 
— the Cathulic 1. inthe Place, and ſore 


the Epiſcopal Dignity : « My at Fa ant 
het goamder 450 5 
off Pririgens dthat is Nouetions]! e the 
mur; A Prester, \unleſs it pleaſe! the Biſh of the 
. to allow: hits: the Hower of th Name chat is 
47% fr bow fd for Fe the F A 
% let f 4 pi cap 
or of aiPresbjiter, that be may ſeen at laf to le one of 
bis :Clergy; leſt there: be two" Biſhops in one City. I 
know not how to make the Caſes plainer than a 
Merkl Travllarioi of the Canon makes it: From 
which nothing can be more evident, than that 
the Council. efteetnedithe Nowatian Clergy to be 
ue Biſhops; Prieſts, and-Deacons, without. any 
other Ordination than what they had received 


in their Schiſm. The Fathers order, that if 


thers be no other Clergy in a Village or City, 
no [other; ſhall be placed there, but they upon 
their Reconciliation, ſhall be looked upon to che 
the true Catholick Clergy of that Plate it that is, 
Ce Pillage of che;Qity, and à Presbyter, or Deacon 
in the But if there were a Catholick 

Biſhop of 1125 City, then they could not allow 
the No vatian Biſnop tobe the Biſhop of that City, 

hecauſe that would have been an Injury to the 
Tightful Poſſeſſor. But yet they obliged; che 


Biſhop of the City to receive that Nowatias Bi- 


udp into the Number of his Clergy, and . gave 
him Liberty to allow him the bate Name df a 
Auer if he pleaſed, but i he ſhould think chat 
_— be cas 3 they ordered that be 
lid | | 2 ſhould 


eum outer 10 them; it bs certain: the Biſhop of the Mn 
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ſhould find ſome Place for him amongſt his 
Clergy, either as a Chordpiſcopie, that is a Ooun- 
try Biſhop, or as we may now ſay a Biſhop 
Suffragan, appointed to perform ſome Epiſeo- 
pal Acts in remote Parts of the Dioceſe, as 
he ſhould be commiſſioned or authorized to 
do by the Biſhop of the Oiry, a Chorepiſcopus 
being the ſame to a Biſhop, as a Curate to 
à Rector; or if he "thought chat too much; he 
muſt then take him for one of his Presbyters. In 
| ſhort he was obliged torreceliverhim'in the Sta- 
tton of one of his Clergyy that ſo he might be 
dependent upon him, and act under him, left 
there ſhould be two independent Biſſiops in one 
City. Now if the Novatian Biſhop was but à 
meer Lay - man, all thefe Directions were per- 
fectly needleſs. For if the Biſhop of : the City, 
to which he belonged; did not think fit to ordain 
Him, or, to ſpeak in Mr. Bingbams Language, to 
give him a new Commiſſion, then he Wauld be 
dut a Lay-man ſtill, and there would not have en 
been two Biſhops in one City independent of ther 
Each other. It is therefore evident that the on- 
Council judged him to be à real Biſhop; and for | 
that very Reaſon ordered the Biſnop of the City 
to find ſome Place for him amongſt his on 
Clergy, that ſo, being made dependent upon 
Him either as a Presbyter with the Honorary 
Name of a Biſhop, or as a Chorepiſcopus; or as 
meer Presbyter, that ſo there might not be two 
Biſhops in the ſame! City: But though there 
ſnhould be two of thar Order, yet but one ſhould 
have the Power, Authority and Juriſdiction, and 
the other ſhould only act under him as theq Cha- 
repiſcopi and Presbyters did. And it is evident 
from thoſe Words, Left there be tuo Biſhops in one 
City, that the Council judged, if the —_— 
en 2 e ” iſhop 
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| Biſhop, upon his Return to the Church, was not 
taken into the Clergy. of that Church, in which 
he ſhould be reconciled, and ſo made dependent 
on the Biſhop of the City, he would then be an 
independent Biſhop in that City, which the 
Canons did not allow, which could not bez; if 
he Was not truly a Biſhop, before his Reconcilia- 


tion: For it is certain his Reconciliation alone 
| | | 7 "x 


But Mr. Bingham ſays, Whether the Church gave 
them. a new Ordination or not, he certainly gave them | 
the Authority of a new Commiſſion, which they bad not, 
nor could have before, whilſt they were involved in ſuch 
4 Schiſm, which could afford them no real, but only 
eure Ordinations. But from whom are we to 
learn the Senſe of the Church in this Matter? 
Are we to learn it from Mr. Bingbam, or from 
the General Council of Nice, to which he ap- 
peals? The Council appoints that they ſhould 
enjoy. and execute the Orders they had received, 
thereby. plainly allowing their former Commiſſi- 
on, for if they had no Orders, nor Commiſſion 
before, the Council I am ſure gave them none: 
For the Council ſays, lt thoſe who are ordained, ſo 
remain in the Clergy: So Remain, that is, remain 
as. they uere. This can be no new Commiſſion; 
but only a Liberty to execute a Commiſſion, 
which it is plainly acknowledged they had be- 
fore this Liberty granted. But my learned 
Friend ſuppoſes me and the reſt of his Opponents 
to be ſo Ignorant, that we know not how to di- 
ſtinguiſh between a Commiſſion, and a Liberty 
to execute it, whereas we know there is a great 
Difference. Every Biſhqp and Presbyter in this 
Realm has a Commiſſion to officiate in the Sa- 
cerdotal Office, but he has not the Liberty to 
execute it in all Places. Should I, or any other 
Presbyter go to Havant, and there preach and 
3 » any miniſter 
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| miniſtet ths Sadrulnong ' WikHoit Mir. Bigben 
Lede, und fore ab cidte in his Pariſh When 
s forbid us to do it; this would be Irrepiilit and 
Sekifmartedl, er fo es the Xncients Altec Pu 
eke. Vet with Mr. bam and His 
Biſhep's Confent and Licence any of 4s may 
ulfffciate there, either Occaſionally, or for 4 
Time, wittiout Irtegularity. But this Leave ot 
Licence, whether given by Word of Mouth, ot 
in W riting; would not be a new Saberdoral 
Conithiffion ; but only a Liberty to Execute in 
that Place the Genera Commiſſion we had be- 
fore. Or ſuppoſe two, or three Scotch Biſhops 
ſhould come into England, where Biſhops are 
already regularly placed in all Dioceſes, and 
ſhould cofiſecrate an Archbiſhop -of- Contef bury; 
for Inſtance, and this pretended T Archbiſhop of 
Contirbury ſhowld conſecrate Biſhops for the orhet 
Sees, and theſe Biſhops ſhould ordain Priefts 
and Deacons to officiate under them, and this 
pretefided Archbiſhop and Biſhops with theit 
Priefts and Deacons, ould: et up Conventieles 
is all Places in Oppoſition to the legal Biſhops 
this would be moſt highly Leser and Schif 
matical: And yet it ould not be ſaid, that they 
were not true Biſhops and Prieſts, and had not 2 
tru&Sicerdotal Cotniniffion. Becauſe the Com- 
miſſion, and the Authorit ty to execute it in this, or 
that Place, are very different. For howſoever 
à Man he > offelfec of a Sacerdotal Commiſſion, 
and how extenſive ſoever it be, it ought to be 
executed; (4) bt \uceording fo the Meaſure of the 
Line whith 004 bath #ifribittd to 45, not boaſting of 
Things without our Meaſure, that is, of other Mens 
Libowrs, No Man can doubt of the Authority 
and large Extent of St: PauPs Commiſſion 
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st lesen here from his 'owri Words, that it did 
hen not authertze him to go und execute his Com- 
and minen in another Apoſtle's Line, or Diſtrict: 
Bat if he ſhould Rave gone beyond the Meaſute 
| of his Läne, and there baptized and ordained, his 
Sacerdotal Commiſſion had made thoſe Acts Va- 
hd; not withſtanding his doifig it Irtegularly, amd 
Paraſyagoegieally, and there would have been 
a vaſt Difference between thoſe Acts ſo perform- 
ed by him, and the ſame 1 dy .- 
a meer Lay- man. 80 in the ſuppoſed Caſe 
of thtee Stoteb Biſnops coming beyond their 
Line, and conſeerating an Archbiſhop here; and 
that Arehbiſhep's conſecrating other Biſhops to 
Sees already regularly and duly filled 5 che 
Conſecrations and Ordinatiens would be good 
and valid, all cheſe would be true Biſhops ; but 
Irregular and Schiſmatical for intruding into 
other Men's Lines, and going beyond their 
Meaſure: For notwithſtanding they had à full 
Sacerdotal Commiſſion, they could not execute 
it in another Biſhop's Dioceſe without his Leave, 
and they could not themſelves be Biſhops of thoſe 
Dioceſes, howſoever they might call themſelves 
ſo, becauſe thoſe Sees were duly and regularly 
filled before their Intruſion. Yet there would 
be a vaſt Difference between the Baptifins and 
Ordinations miniſtered by ſuch Schiſtaatical 
Biſhops; and thoſe miniſtered by meer Lay- men, 
who had received no Epiſcopal Conſecration: 
Zecauſe the Acts of the former would be only 
circcumſtantially Irregular, as done Schiſmatically 
in another Man's Line; but the other would be 
eſſentially ſo, as done by thoſe who had no 
Commiſſion at all „ eee 
Now this was exactly the Caſe of the Novats- 
ant. After Cornelius was regularly and duly ſet- 
tled in the Ses of Rome, the Metropolis = the 
1 oman 
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Roman: Province, Novatian procured! three Bi. 


they took upon them to execute their Sacerdotal 
Functions, were filled with Orthodox Biſhops 
and Prieſts, in actual Poſſeſſion of thoſe Di- 


cant, I, or any other Presbyter of the: Church of 
England, might be collated to it; but ſuch Col 


be Biſhops and Prieſts in vacant Churches. This 


. 


Schiſn 


ſtricts, before theſe Intruders thruſt themſelves Nnicate 


to execute their Offices in thoſe Places where 
they had fixed themſelves, any more than J have 
due Authority to take upon me the Cure of Ha. 
vant where a very worthy and learned Prieſt i 
already fixed. Vet if that Cure ſhould be va. 


lation could not be called a new Sacerdoral 
Commiſſion, but only a Licence, or Liberty, 
to execute the Sacerdotal Commiſſion I have 
already in that Place. Now this was all that 
was done by the Council of Nice with re⸗ 
gard to the Novetians, Thoſe, Fathers ordain- Im: 
ed, that if Novatian Biſhops or Prieſts would 
come into the Church, and renounce theit 
Schiſm, they ſhould have Liberty ro offciate 
in the Church, as Aſſiſtants to the Catholic 
Biſhops and Prieſts, and might be admitted to 


is all the new Commiſſion they gaye to theſe 
Schiſmaticks. And if this is to be called a ne 
ml . }  Sacerdoralf} 
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scacerdotal Commiſſion, then every new Inſti- 
„ tution, or Collation; which a Prieſt receives in 
to our Church, may be called a new Sacerdotal 
Commiſſion. 1 confeſs indeed, that whilſt che 
Nevatianscontinued'in Schiſm (and the Caſe is 
he ſame with all Schiſmaticks) their Miniſtrati- 
ons were ineffectual to the Conveyance * 
tual Grace to thoſe who were Partakers in their 
Schiſm z becauſe Schiſm is one of the higheſt 
reaches of Chriſtian Charity, and we know 
hat all our Doings without Charity are No- 
thing worth. But this no more invalidated their 
Ordinations, than any other heinous Crime might 
have done. For their Miniſtrations were incites 
tual; not meerly becauſe the Miniſter was a 
Schiſmatick; but becauſe no one could commu- 
nicate with him wittingly without contracting 
he Guilt of Schiſm. And therefore the Ordi- 
nance ſo adminiſtered was ineffectual to convey 
race, by Reaſon of that Defect in the Recipient. 
Ithink I have now anſwered all that Mr. ging - 
bam has ſaid with regard to the Invalidity of the 
ovatian Ordinations, and proved that the Coun- 
ib:of Nice allowed their Clergy to be true Bi- 
ſhops, Prieſts and Deacons, and that when the 
Fathers of that Council admitted the Nowatians 
o officiate in their ſeveral Functions, according 
o the Orders they had received; and that they 
lid not give them any new Sacerdotal Commit- 
re: ion ; bur only a Liberty to execute that Com- 
Jniſſion they had before received; and was no 

more than a Declaration, that they might (as 
one would expreſs it according to the preſent 
Practice” of our Church) receive a Licence to 
dfficiate as Coadjutors; or Suffragans to a Catho- 
lick Biſhop,' or as Curates, or Aſſiſtants ro Ca- 
holick Prieſts, or be put into Poſſeſſion of any 
acant Cures. I cannot — 3h 
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3 Mr.:Binghew's ſecond: dort of Lay-men.which 
pretends t have found in _ ancient — 
that is, Heretical Lo men, who = pt oi haws 
FSaresutal Commiſſion when they had ons. 
he pretends he has ſnewed the Nevatiam to — 
bern ſuch, yet I conceive I hawe plainly prove 
that the Novetions not only pretended, but real. 
had a true Sscerletal Commis; and that th 
Council of Moe allowed their Ordinations to be 
good. and gave them no new Com miſſion; bu 
only 2 Liberty to execute their Office, S0 tha 
it does not hitherto appear, that the ancient 
Qhurch, upon any Oceaſion whatſoever, alowel 
eh Baptiſms adminiſtered by eng one, hom fit 
did not alſo allow to be rene b oe 
; and Deacon- 90 © 9111550 15 
= 12. . Dinars] 55 am now come. t 

abird Sort of Lernen proved Mr. Ringham's third Son 
” wha nen. ef Lay men, that is; ſud 
an once bad e true Sacerdetal Commiſſon, but w 
— deprived) of their Commiſſion, hy the ſan 
Four of tl Churob hich firſ gave it. Anat 
the Baptiſm df ſuch Lan men as theſe, who 

1 anleger Friend has, in this ſecond 

Volume; pretended chiefly co prove. If therefon 
it:appear evident, that theſe were not Lay- men, 
then all the Arguments, and Demonſtrations 
pretended ton this Book fall at once. Dreadi! 
grant that che Church did alloy the Baptiſm cluſior 
miniſteze@ by ſuch Men as theſe ; but I canflit up i 


mot allow them to be entirely Lay- men, as Mr he, as 


Binglam now calls them. And this Learneiſ totally 
Gentleman ) in his former Scholaſtical Miſfonſ men, c. 
Speaks otherwiſe: of them, and ſays, As nie ha Mini ſte 
an Ordination that could not be wholly Diſanmile ] 
-they were in ſome Meaſure intituled to the Name," an | 
rr _: But agen . on 

8 f 25 Guan — 1 dawfs (r) & 

"© 5 7 75 5 I n pg | (s) He 


a i 
f 5 
a 14:4, 4 * 
_ 4 : q ' 


lawful ; Authority to execute any ſacred - Office, they 
were in the State, and Capacity of Lay-men ; Ay 4 
upon different Accounts, as it were in a ſort of middle 


rence between Hereticks, and Schiſmaticks, and 
degraded Clerks in the former Scholaſtical Hi. 


allowed to be ſomething more than Lay-men ; but in 


not ſo much as La- men. And yet even in this latter 


them need a Re- ordina tis. 
But it may be ſaid, that it has been now pro- 


depri ve Hereticks, and Schiſmaticks, and degraded 
Clerks of all miniſterial Power, and Authority, that 


been proved by ſufficient Authorities, and Mr. 
Bingham need not have troubled himſelf to have 
collected ſuch an Heap of Evidences, to teſtify 
what no Man, who has but looked into the Ca- 


him. I ſhall therefore only enquire what Con- 
2ptiſmlcluſion he draws from all this, as he has ſummed 


8 
„ 


(7 Sc holaſt. giſt. Part Il. Chap. 6. 5 
(5) Schelaſt, Hiſt. Pars 11, Pag. 90. 91. 


State betwixt both. So that here is a great Diffe- 


for, and in this. In the former, they were 


this they-are entire, why 2 perfect Lay-men, Nay, 


Book, he has written a (H) whole Chapter to 
prove that they have an indelible Character; and 
that no Hereſy, Apoſtacy, or Degradation, can make 


ved beyond all Contradiction in this ſecond 
me « Scholaſtical Hiſtory, that in Fa the Church. did 


they were reduced to Lay-communion, and if they 
continued obſtinate, were excommunicated alſo, and 
depri ved even of Lay-communion. This I grant has 


nons of the ancient Church, would have denied 


Wit up in the following Words. () I would, ſays 
Mi he, ask theſe plain Queſtions : Whether Prieſts, 
Ml fotally degraded, and thruſt down to the Place of Lay- 
men, could be ſuppoſed to Act after this, as authorized 
hat Miniſters of Chriſt ? Whether Biſhops or Prieſts depoſed 
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= we 
3 for Simony, were ſtill. in-vefted with the true Rights, 
=. and Power of the miniſterial Funition ? Whether that 
=D 
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which makes an Ordination void, as Joon as given (as 
Simnony does) doth nat likewiſe deprive 4 Mins of Sa 
cerdotal Authority, when: he is afterwards fond guilty, 
and legally depoſed for it by the Church ? And whether 
4 Mon, who is lawfully forbidden by the beſt Authority 
an the Church, to do any minifferial 4G whatſrever, 
can be ſaid to perform: theſs Alls by the Churches Au- 
| | thority, in Oppoſtion to her - lawful Commands ? He 


| thi: can reconcile theſe things bythe Help of two Words, 
Y called the Indelible Character, my enjoy bis own 
| Opinion for me, without Comradiction. I ſhall not 
| think it worth while to diſpute Rternally, with any one 
who has ſuch an Infallible way of ſolving Difficulties by 
| bard Names, or reconciling Contradictions by ſome dark, 


and unintelligible School Diſtinctions. I hope I have 
made it plainly appear to all unprejudiced Men, that 
| there is no Foundation, for aſſerting that Hereticks, and 
| | Schiſmaticks, and degraded Prieſts, and Prieſts caft 
ont of the Church with Anathema, are authorized 
| Miniſtevs of the Church of Chriſt, from the Hiſtory of 
| the firſt ſix General Councils, The Conſequence of which 
is, That the Baptiſms given by ſuch unauthorized Perſons 
g could not be valid by Virtue of any true miniſterial 
8 Authority, reſiding in ſuch Perſons, who were really, 
5 and truly diveſted of it; but they muſt be received by 
the Church, upon ſome other Principle, ſince it is certain 
ſhe never allowed the minifterial Authority of Hereticks, 
| and yet received their Proſelytes by Impoſition of Hands, 
| Without Re-baptizing. Now it I can anſwer theſe 
| plain Queſtions, as he calls them, I think I have 
| _ anſwered his whole Book. And if I anſwer one, 
| Ianſwer all, for they are but the ſame in diffe- 


rent Words. 
1 | He asks, Whether Prieſts totally degraded, and thruſt 
| down to the Place of Lay-men, could be ſuppoſed after 
1 this, to Act as authorized Miniſters of Chriſt ? _ . 
OF (t 
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he would yot have me anſwer this, and his otlier 
Queſtions to the ſame Purpoſe, by the Help of 
thoſe two Words, Indelible Chirater, 2 and declares 
if Ido, 7 al enjoy my own Opinion for him without 
Contradi#ion.' I cannot help chat. However, I 
do not ſee why -I'ſhould part with! thoſe two 
Words, ein my learned Friend acknowledges 

to have a Signification; and has written a Whole 
Speer to prove” that Oruers,/ are as Indelible as 
Miſa. I did indeed in my former Enquiry, uſe 


the Words zndeleted Character, bein g ſatisſied that 


I could prove that the Church Lene did aQually 
delete the Character of any Prieft ſhe. degraded, 
ſo as to make it rleodffary + to jordain him again, 
| if ſhe ſhould think fit to r tore him to the Exer- 
ciſe of his Function: And I was unwilling to 
enter into a Difpute-abour the Churches Power 
abſolutely to delete the Character, if the ſhould 
judge it expedient :-Bur ſince Mr. Bingbam grants 
the (SY ene to be Indelible, I ſhall no longer 
ſoruple to uſe that Word. I do therefore ſay, 
that by Virtue of thoſe two Words, Iadelible che. 
rafter, it is evident that Prieſts never were totally 
degraded, and thruſt down to the Place of Lay-men, 
ſo as to be made compleat entire Lay. men, or, as Mr. 
Bingbam will have it, not Jo much as Lay men, with 
regard to the Sacerdutal Character: Becauſe that 
Character, notwithſtanding any Declaration, or 
Judicial Sentence of any General Council, did 
yet in the Opinion of that very Council remain 
indeleted; They bad an Ordination, that, to uſe 
(t) Mr. Binghanss own Words, could nat he wholly 
diſannulled. And the Church did not pretend to cans 
cel, or.' annul their Ordination, or give them a new 
Ordination ow Ries they to e goin. 
E 2 en - 
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e Church did not wholly cancel, ot 
 annull their Cbaracter, as it is acknowledged ſhe 
did not, then it is evident whatſoever Words 
mighꝛ be uſed. at the degrading a Prieſt, yet n 
Priefts were ever-tatally degraded. So there appears 
good Reaſon why this learned Gentleman 
he againſt replying to us, if we in- 
ſiſted on thoſe twWo Words Indelible Character, be- 
cauſe thoſe two: Words plainly ſpoil all his Que- 
tions, by ſhewing that no Prieſt ever was:fotally 
degraded. And if they neither were, nor could 
be totally degraded, or, which is the ſame thing. 
if bis Ordination could not he wholly: diſanulled, as he 
hiqaſelf aſſerts in plain Words, then their Baptiſms 
e valid, by Virtue of that 
miniſterial Authority ſtill reſiding in them, not- 
withſtanding the Degradations and Excommuni- 
cations, or any Oenſure they mig lay under. 
And therefore it is impertinent to ask, Whether 
Prieſts totally degraded could act as authorized 
Miniſters of Cbriſt? When it appears by his on 
Confeſſion, that a Prieſt could not be tatally 
degraded, and that the Church did not pretend wholly 

to cancel, or aunui. bis Ordination. For till it can be 
found, that the Church ever did totally degrade 

a Prieſt, ſo as to cancel and annul his Ordination, 

it cannot be proved that the Church ever allow- 

ed the Baptiſm miniſtered by a Prieſt who was 
totally degraded, or whoſe Or 
cancelled and annulled. _ 
S. 13. What Effet Church 
 Cenſures had on the Clergy. 


Diſcipline of the Church, 


Ii therefore th 


very 
ſhould declare 


might be allowed to 


ders were wholly 


ſays Mr. Bingham, - 

If this be the Caſe then, 
(t bere is an End of all the 
as to what concerns the Cenſure 
of her delinquent Clergy ; ſhe may curb and correct 
ber Liity ; but all her Cenſures are but a Brutum Ful- 
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ot men againſt the Clergy. For if after ſhe har degraded 
ſhe 4 Prieſt, and 7 aid; He neither is, nor ſhall be 4 Prieſ 3 
rds ſball neither have the Name, nor Office, nor Dignity ; 
nur the Authority of 4 Prieſt, but only act and com- 
ears ¶ municate as 4 private: Lay- man: F after ſhe bas alſo 


nan Wl excommunicated: a contumacious Prieſt, and by caſting 
-in- Wh bim am of the Church, reduced bim to a State one degree 
be- below 4 eee 3 notwithſtanding all this, that Prieſt 
ue - can pretend, that by: Virtue of bit Indelible CharaGer, 
ally be it as true an authorized Prieſt after all the Thunder. 
ould Wl ings of the Church againſt bim, as be was before: 
108, 


What then becomes 7 all the Power and Diſcipline of 


s he Wl the ' Church, and all ber Authority to cenſure, and fi- 
iſms ¶ ience offending and apoſtare Priefts? A Cenſure, it 


ſeems, may affect the Conſcience of a Prieſt, but not his 


uni- Wof bis Indelible Character, let the Church uſe what Au- 
ader. Wthority ſhe will to depri ve and degrade bim. 1 wiſh the 
ther ¶ Defenders of this unlimited Power, would not under- 
ized ¶ mine the Authority of the Church, 2whilſt they are ſo 
own Bcemingly zealous to defend the Authority of the Prieſts 
aly Bind: 7 deſire them to read over all the Canons of the 


ancient Councils, as I have done upon this Occaſion, and 
n be ben ſee, whether they can find any one ſingle Canon, that 
places any ſuch Virtue in the Indelible Charafer, as is 
bere pretended. Now though I cannot pretend to 
ave read over All the Canons of ancient Coun- 
ils, as my learned Friend has done on this Oc- 
aſion; yet I conceive it to be no difficult Mat- 
er to give a ſatisfactory Anſwer to all he has 


ham, Nid in this Place, without leſſening the Autho- 
then, Fity of the Church, or making her Cenſures in- 


For Mr. Bingham knows that in the ancient 
hurch, as well as now, every Biſhop, Prieſt 
nd Deacon had a Flock committed to his Charge, 


men Jhe Biſhop in Chief, and the Prieſts and Deacons 


n Subordination to him. The whole Flock of 
i every 
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Authority : That will remain entire to him by Virtue 


5 wet 


and not excommunicated, he was then to com- 
munjeate among the Laity, and might not be 
admitted within the Rail, eicher to officiate or 
ommunicate as' a Clergy-man. But if he was 
ſo excommunicated as well as degraded, as 
öbſkinate Hereticks and Schiſmaticks commonly 
pete, Whilſt the Diſcipline of the Church was 
preferved, they were not then admitted to any 
"Wind of ſpiritual Communion : And in this Re- 
ect, as Mr. Bingham expreſſes it, they were nov 
nuch as Lay-men, that is, the Church did not 
allow them the Privilege which all the faithful 
aity enjoyed. And when the Church faw con. 
renient to reſtore degraded and excommunica- 
ed Clerks, ſhe did often take off the Excom- 
unication without taking off the Degradation, 
or they were different Cenfures, and admitted 
em to Lay-communion only, without permit- 
ing them to officiate in the Church. But when+ 
oer ſhe did take off the Cenſure of Degradation, 
he reſtored Clerk might officiate again, and it 
vould be no Sin or Schiſm to receive divine 
lination. Ne Bitte 
The Cenſures of the Church, therefore with 


Principles, becaufe though by Deprivation, De- 
gradation, or even Excommunication, their Or- 
lets are not wholly cancelled and annulled 
which is alſo a Principle allowed by Mr. Bing- 
am himſelf, as has been already proved) yet the 


Pne likewiſe, even as conſiderable as the Church 
Her ſelf intends it ſhould be. For the Church, 
Jas is acknowledged by him as well as by us, al- 

ows their Character ro be Indelible, and therefore 


— ever pretends to take it away. But ſhe by her 


ang 


. 
SF 


Ordinances at his Hands, without any new Or- 


relation to Clergy-men, are not Brutum Fulmen, 
Mr. Bingham repreſents them to be upon our 


enſure has an Effect, and a very conſiderable 
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Cenſures makes their Miniſtrations ſinful, in: 
effectual, and unoperative. The Relation betwix: 


a degraded Prieſt and his Flock is diſſolved (x) 
he is barred from the Performance of bis Liturgy, 
that is, from miniſtering any divine Ordinances 
and if he preſume to perform the Liturgy he is guilty 
of Diſobedience, Preſumption, and Schiſm: And 
whoſoever receives any divine Ordinances at 


his Hands is Partaker of his Guilt ; and. conſe 


quently receives no ſpiritual Grace from hi 
Miniſtrations, So that notwithſtanding his Cha- 


racter remains entire; yet the Cenſure of the Churci 


does ac well affect the Authority of à Prieſt as bit 
Conſcience, becauſe it diſſolves the Union betwix 
him and his Flock; it deprives him of all-that 


| ſpiritual Power which he had over the People 
committed to his Charge, and as before this 


Deprivation they could not communicate with 


any other, in Oppoſition to him, without in- 


curring the Guilt of Schiſm, after the Depoſition, 
or Deprivation, they are not only obliged to com- 
municate with the Perſon appointed to poſle(; 


his Place; but would be. Schiſmaticks, if they 


ſhould ſtill communicate with him. His Altar, 
which before his Deprivation none could mi- 
niſter at but himſelf, unleſs with his Approba- 
tion or Conſent, is now no longer his, and he 
can officiate there no more till he is reſtored, 
and that Altar is as legally vacant, and may be 
as legally given to another, as if he was actually 
dead, or had otherwiſe quitted it. But foraſmuch 
as his miniſterial Character remains indeleted, 


ſo that it is not wholly cancelled and annulled, 
but only the Execution of it made Sinful and 


Schiſmatical, his Miniſtrations, even under the 


Amioch, can. 37 4. 
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in: Cenſure of Deprivation, or even Excommunica- 

Wirt ſl tion are not null, and void; but valid by Virtue” 

, of chat miniſterial Character, though defeaive 1 

urg), as to their Operations, becauſe the Ordinances Fi 
| 


g 


nces, ſo miniſtered cannot be received wittingly with- 
uilt) Wl Gur Sin. And he that receives a Sacrament, or 
And other divine Ordinance, during his Continuance 
s in wilful Sin, is ſo far from receiving Benefit by 4} 
it, that it only tends to further his Damnation 
1 hi Tho'the Perſon adminiſtering it to him be never 


—— ag 4 


operate immediately, need never be repeated, 
but would become effectual and beneficial for 
oſſeſßRemiſſion of Sin, and the Graces of the Holy 


Cha-W ſo well qualified for that Purpoſe. Thus if a Man ö 
burcl i ſhould have been baptized by St. Peter, or St. Paul, 1 
as bi: his Baptiſm would have been deficient and un- 1 
twin operative for the Remiſſion of his Sins, and the | 
that inviſible Graces of the Holy Spirit, if he him- | 
eopleW ſelf received this Sacrament without ſuch a Faith | 
> this and Repentance, as was requiſite to qualify him 4 
with for the Bleſſings to be;obtained by it. However [ 
at in- ¶ the Miniſtration being valid, though ic did not \$ 
tion, F 
they ¶ Spirit, as ſoon as the Deficiencies were ſupplied | 
Altar, Wby the Faith and Repentance of the Receiver. 1 
d mi- ¶ Again, if the Baptiſm was miniſtered by a Fudas, 4 
Troba-Mwho had Commiſſion to miniſter that Sacra- | 
nd he ment, the Baptiſm would not only be valid, ſo Wi 
tored, Mas not to need repeating, but operative and U; 
ay be Eeffeual to the Remiſſion of Sin, and the Graces 'N 
tually of the Holy Spirit, if the Perſon receiving it was E 
{much ¶ qualified for thoſe Graces. (7) For as our Church 
eleted, Ideclares, Although in the viſible Church the Evil le {: 
s did; ever mingled with the Good, and ſometime the E!!! 


wlled, have chief Authority in the Miniſtration of the Word 
ul and and Sacraments : Ter eh ry as they do not the ſame  — | 
ut in Chriſt's, and do miniſter 8 | 
; 
j 


ler the ¶ in their own Name, 
enſure! 
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by bis Commiſſion and x | 
' Miniſtry, both in hearing the Word of God, and recei- 


But now the Nature of S 


receive a Sacrament 
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Authority, We may uſe. their 


the Sacraments. . Neither is the Eff 


0e Z of Chuilt 
Ordinance taken away by. their Wicked 


ef, nor the 


Grace of God's Gifts diminiſhed: from lach as. by Faith, 


and rightly, do receive. the Sacraments miniſtered unto 


them ; which be fects I, becauſe of Chrilt's Inſtitution 
and Promiſe, although they, be are? a Evil Men, 
k Schiſm is ach, chat i 

communicates a Guilt to the Receiver as well as 
the Adminiſtrator of Divine Ordinances: And 
every degraded Prieſt that executes any miniſte- 
rial Function is Schnier and therefore to 
from him, involves the Re- 

ceiver in the Guilt of Schiſm. For which Rea- 
ſon his Baptiſm ſo received, though valid, and 


not to be e is unoperative, and ins 
effectual for Remiſſion | 
of the. Holy Spirit, becauſe of that unrepented 


on of Sin, and the Graces 


Sin of Schiſm in the Recipient. But when the 
Recipient repents of that as well as his other 


Sins, and is received into the Church by Impo- 
ſition of Hands, then thoſe Graces operate, al 
though the Adminiſtrator continue ſtill degraded 


and Schiſmarical, foraſmuch as the Adminiſtrator, 
notwithſtanding, his Degradation, had Chriſt; 
Commiſſion and Authority ſtill remaining with 
him indeleted. But the Caſe is very different where 
the Man has not, nor ever had . Chriſt's. Com- 
miſſion and Authority, becauſe whether he be 


à good or bad Man, the Miniſtration can never 
be effectual by Virtue of Chrif's, Inſtitution and 
Promiſe, foraſmuch as Chri/# never promiſed. to 


. 


ratify the pretended Miniſtrations of ſuch as have 
received no Commiſſion from him. 


Theſe 
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70 > ſons, that there in ſomt Hendl. 
pow for aſſerting, that Hereticb and Schiſmatitks, and 
degraded Prie fi, and Priiſti raſt ont of the Church 
with HAnat hema; are in [ome reſp ec aut borixłd Mini- 
Pers of the Cburcb of Cbriſ: Hecauſe the Church of 
en never detered their Charater, oy Forbad 
them che 'Exeetition of their Office, and thereby 
made it ati Act of Diſobedience and Schiſm | in 
them to officiace as Prieſts, and involved all che 
in the like Galle Who recetitd the Sacraments 
at their Hands. The Conſequence of which is, 
That the Baptiſins of ſuch Perſons, who were 
not altogether unauthorized, but only forbidden 
to uſe their Authority, were valid bY Virtue of 
the miniſterial Character teſiding in them, of 
which the Church herſelf pretended not truly and 
really to deprive them: Fbr Mr. Bing bam, as 1 
have ſnewed, 'noknowledges, that the Church Im 
pretended wholly. 10 cuncel and amul their Ordination:. 
(z) And he vides! us the Opinion of the Church 
from St. Auſtin, telling us, That it was the Cuſtom 
to'alleow the Ordinations of t Donatiſts, and to ad- 
e be mit then to officiate in whatſdet/er Station they ſerved 
1 Never before their Return to the Church, without repeating 
on and fle, Ordination any more than their Baptiſm. 18 He 
iſed to alſo ſays further, That there is nothing more certain 
as have] than 155 rbe African Fathers ſo treated the Dona- 
I | Tifts: Particularly St. Auſtin in all bis Writings, 

282 as wow Joh V alidity of Heretical Ordination, 
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25 Heretical Baptiſms ; and further ſays, That when 
the Church judged it expedient not to-ſuffer the Dona- 


tiſt Biſhops to officiate upon their Return to the Church, 


0 5 ſhe did not intend thereby to den the Reality, or Validi- 
EN Kal, their Ordination, but ſu 


ppoſed that to remain 

perfect and entire in them. Au this is what 
St. Auſtin meant by. the Sacrament of Ordination, as 
he words it, or the Indelible Character, which was 


thereby imprinted, that though a Man turned A pot ate, 


or as ſuſpended, or deprived for any Crime; yet if upon 


bis Repentance and Satisfaction, the Church thought fit 


to admit bim to officiate again, there was no Neceſſity of 


£ 


giving bim a new Ordination, uo more than a new 
 Bapts 


Baptiſm ; for the Charafter of both remained entire. 
This vas the Doctrine ana Practice f the African 


Church, and moſt others in the Time of St. Auſtin. 


Now if the Church did acknowledge, as Mr. Bing- 


bam ſays, it did, that notwithſtanding a Man 
turned Apoſtate, or was ſuſpended, or deprived 
for any Crime; yet his Character, or, as St. Auſtin 
ſays, his Ordination remained entire; nay, though 
they were ordained. in Hereſy or Schiſm, by 
Heretical or Schiſmatical Biſhops; yer-the Rea- 
lity or Validity of their Ordination was not de- 


nied, but it remained ſtill perfect. and entire in 
them, even though the Church ſhould not think 
it expedient to ſuffer them to officiate, it is ma- 
nifeſt; even to Demonſtration, that the Church 


did not think them to be meer Lay-men, even 


during their Hereſy and Schiſm. 


Nou/ becauſe it may perhaps be ſaid, that I 


have hitherto only brought St. AuFin's Teſtimo- 
ny for the Senſe. of the Church in this Caſe, and 
though Mr. Bingbam himſelf has uſed the ſame 
Teſtimony in a former Book of his, and theſe 


Citations are taken from himſelf; yet perhaps 


this learned Gentleman may now ſay, that he is 
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hen Councils, that St. Auftin now appears to have 
na- ¶ been in the Wrong, though he formerly thought 


rc, him to be in the Right. I will therefore ſhew 
idi- that Mr. Bingbam himſelf has produced the Au- 


ain chority of ſuch a Council for this Purpoſe. For 
vbat WI muſt do him the Juſtice to own, that he has 


4 dealt with me like a Friend, and ſupplied: me 


was from his own learned Writings, with excellent 


tate, N Arguments againſt that very Point he now 


«pon thinks proper to maintain. (b) The general Council 


be fit Nef N ſays he, made an Order concerning the 
ty of I Maſſalian Hereticks, otherwiſe called Euchites, or 
new NEnthuſiaſts, that i any of their Clergy would return 
tire. Wo the Church, they ſhould Continue in the ſame Sta- 
ican {ion they were in before. The Words of the Coun- 
ſin. Neil, even as he has cited them in his Margin, are 
Bing- Wuller: to the Purpoſe, Si Clerici fuerint, maneant 


ved nen. This is plainly: owning that they were 


uftin Nclergy- men, Men veſted with Sacerdotal Powers 


ough {Muring their Hereſy. For they ſay they ſhall 
ontinue Glergy-men, or be allowed to officiate as 


£ 1 {erg;-men before, which according to Mr. Bing- 
1 bam s new Scheme they were not; this Decree 
| ack lid by no Means make them ſo, Here is nonew 
urc 


icence to continue what the Council acknow- 


nat I have already proved the Council of Nice did with 
ſtimo- egard to the Novat ian. So that we have here 
2 he Authority of two of the firſt four general 
ame 


ouncils, the Councils of Nice and Epbeſus, borh 
theſe Þeclaring Hereticks, and Schiſmaticks, and de- 


10 orig. Eccleſ. Vel. II. p. 189. 3 


lerici: F they be Clergy- men, let them continue Clergy- 


lergy- men in the Catholick Church, if they 
ere Clergy-men before. But if they were not 


\uthority or Commiſſion given them, only a 


edges they were before. The very ſame (c) Þ 


__ graded 
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„„ 3 
graded Clerks (for Mr.\Biupban has ſufficiently 
proved Hereticks and Schiſmaticks to have been 
degraded) not to be dſtirute * of Sdcerdota 
Powers, and that they gave them no e Com 


Men 
cert at; 
from | 
miniſ 
and ji 
the v. 
(f)-1 
Not or 
ordain 
nale 
points 
by Im 
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miſſion, but only free Licenee or Liberty t. 
execute the old One. They conferred en chen 
no new Authority, but only licenſed them t6 
exerciſe what they had before, therefore if theſ 
were not Prieſts before, fleitfier of theſe Coun. 

_ eils made them ſo: For they only decfee that 
they ſhall continue ſuch Clergy men as the 
were befor. 8 | 
. i. The Mek es But MY Tear Frien 

: * 4 84. a — this ite think»thar- th Scbi / 
it appear that the Church bas Church had a diſcretion: Or din⸗ 
uſed a, diſcretionary Power, ' ry Power in the Poiaf ment, 
with regard to fine. of Ordination And ſay¶Aeleri. 
(d) The Council of Nice ordered the Meletians to be 
re. ordained, hut the Novatians and Donatiſts w npgſct. 
received without it: And ger tie Ordinations & ire imp! 
Meletians were ar goed as the Donatiſts, and ſomſure tl 
thing more Canonical than! the Novatians But Na Re. or 
became every private Man ta comply avith theſe 'tiffere-W/ion. |} 
Dererminatiom. Mr. | Bingham often changes bKYwere 
Adveriaries for aſſerting without proving < Anfnot. 
yet does the very. lame himnfelf, for he has n ſame w 
yet proved that tlie Aaletiant were | ne-ordaintWthar bc 

What he ſays; of them in che (e) Place where Hhave 
handles this Peint is this. The Council of Ninot or 
decreed bat ſueb Biſhops and Presbyters, as had be confeſl 
ordained by Melstihs, ſhenld not be admitted ta officiathe ſan 
as Miniſters in tube Catholiobł Church, till they ve Inſtan 
Mocin ole Nr pe Greg, confirmed or) authurix Power 

| by 4 more {ar ed, Inpofi ion F Hands p together wi this In 
rhe Approbation amd Allowance of the Biſbop of Alexa Churc 
dria- Which Valeſius and Dupin and other . regard 
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Men tale to imp a nem Ordination : However, it 


zntly N certainly, implied a new Authority and Confirmation. - 


been Il from the Church, and ſuppoſes that all their pretended. 
doral Nini ſteria Offices before, were done without competent 
Com ſand juſt Authority, and only by meer Uſurparion. Now 
y uche very ſame thing he alſo ſays of the Nowatians. 


Ten (f) If it de asked, Why the Council of Nice did 
in ter order the. Novatian Biſhops and Prieſts to be re- 
fithey ordained 2 I anſwer, Some learned Men think ſhe did. 
Tout Mmake ſuch an Order in ber eighth Canon, which ap- 
tha points them to be received among the Catholick- Clergy 

„ theſſſe Inpoſſt ion of Hands. But ſhe certainly gave they 
it. rhe Authority of a new Commiſſion, which they had not, 
Prien vor could bave before, :hil/t they were involved inſuch 
ar” th Scbiſim, as could afford them no real, but only pretended 
toni Ordination. He has uſed the very ſame Argu- 
/ Poinſlment, to prove that the Nowatians, as well as the 


Meletians, were ordered by the Council of Nice 
rv Mo be re- ordained, that is, that both were to receive. 


ſure that in either Place the Council did intend 
Wa Re. ordination, only the Authority of a new Commiſ- 


;nithac both were to be re-ordained, or neither. I 
Whave already ſhewed that the Novetians were 


confeſſes that they were not; I will alſo ſhew 


| a the ſame with regard to the Meletians, the only 5 
Inſtance brought to prove the diſcretionary 


Power of the Church in this Caſe. If therefore 


{Alexa Church, uſed any diſcretionary Power , with 
er learnregard to Re-ordination. iy 
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Impoſition of Hands, which ſome learned Men ſuppoſe 
to imply a Re-ordinaticn, But Mr. Bingham is not 


jon. But now he is poſitive that the Meletians 
were to be re-ordained and the Novatians were 
not. Whereas the Proof he has brought is the 
ſame with regard to both. So that he has proved 


not ordered to be re-ordained, as Mr. Bingham 


this Inſtance fails, it does not appear that the 
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Now that the Council did not order the Mele: ordain 
nam to be re-ordained, but only to be admitted I they 1 
to Catholick Communion by a reconciliatory ¶ Churc 
Impoſition of Hands, is plain from the very were f 
Words of the Letter ſent by that Council to the had re 
Church of Alexandria, partially cited by Mr. Bing · ¶ Clauſe 
bam. Mucxolips Ne Slo Be Cc Ee rome tal vdo that t 
Authorized to communicate in theſe things by a more Ordin: 
facred Impoſition of Hands. Now that Part of the Bocce 
Sentence, which is left out by Mr. Bingham, ority. 
plainly ſhews, that the Council itſelf intended very V 
no more than a reconciliatory Impoſition of in & 
Hands. For they expreſly call it an Impoſition order 
Hands, to authorize them to communicate. And being to be 
ſo received, the Council allows them to officiate ere 
without any other Ordination than what they il) b 
had before received: Declaring, That they ſhallſſ® 774 - 
enjoy their Honour and Miniſtry, but ſhall be inferiour 5 des 
to all thoſe in every Dioceſi and Church, that had been a 
befere ordained by their moſt honourable Collegue Ale - lid: 
xander. Now if their former Ordination had 5 
ſtood for nothing, and the Council had ordered ns; 
them to have been re- ordained, as if they had 3 5 
been but meer Lay-men to that Time, it hade ns 
been perfectly needleſs to have added this Clauſe. 3 
(g) For all Biſhops and Presbyters in the Pri. oy ws 
mitive Church, except Archbiſhops, took Place | 
according to their Sentority, to be accounted vith t 
from the Time of their Ordination. If therefore T Ons 
the Orders of the Melztian Biſhops had been nul. Nairly 
lied by this Council, and the Time of their Or- Anifor 
dination was to have been computed from this >chiſn 
 Impoſition of Hands, ordered by the Council, there Tea c 
was no Occaſion to let them know that they bar fl 
ſhould yield the Precedency to ſuch as had beenſF!225! 


7——T——T—T—T——... ..- 
(4) Orig. Eccleſ. Vil. I. p. 186. a 
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ordained by Alexander before that time ; becauſe 
they knew that by the ſettled Cuſtom of the 


Church, the Precedency belonged to thoſe that 


were firſt ordained. But their Orders which they 
had received from Meletius being allowed, this 


Clauſe became neceſſary, that they might know, 


that though the Council. did not annul their 
Ordination; yet it thought fit to deny them that 
Precedency they might challenge by their Seni- 
ority. I think it is therefore evident from the 
very Words of this Council, the beſt Authority 


in ſuch a Caſe, that the Nicene Fathers did not 


order the Meletians to be re- ordained, but only 
to be reſtored to Communion (from which they 


were ſeparated before the Meeting of this Coun- 


il) by a reconciliatory Impoſition of Hands. 
This of the Meletians being then the only pre- 
ended Inſtance, to prove that the Church has 
made different Determinations, concerning the 
alidity of Heretical and Schiſmatical Ordina- 
ions, as if ſhe conceived her ſelf to be at Li- 
berty, whether ſhe would re-ordain or not, it 
being plain from the Synodical Epiſtle of the 
ouncil of Nice, that the Meletians were not 

ordered to be re-ordained, but that the Church 


rith the Novatians and Donatiſts, whoſe Ordina- 
ions as well as Baptiſms ſhe received, I may 
airly conclude, that the Church has been as 
niform in the Allowance of Heretical and 
Schiſmatical Ordinations, as ſhe has been with 
egard to Heretical and Schiſmatical Baptiſms, 
hat ſhe has not made any different Determina- 
ions in one Caſe more than in the other; and 
hat ſhe has never allowed the Baptiſms of any 


dect, whoſe Ordinations ſhe has not alſo al- 


owed. = | | 
1 Indeed 


—— 


acted by them in the very ſame Manner ſhe did 
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not a 
lian, an Office 
Biſhops, their Contempo- their 
| raries, aſſembled in Coun-¶ their 
cil at Carthage and Iconium, did determine, that He- and a 
retical and Schiſmatical Biſhops and Prieſts were the G 
meer Lay-men, and could never be admitted to them 
officiate in the Church as Prieſts, but then they and b. 
maintained alſo, that Hereticks and Schiſmaticks dered 
were to be re- baptized, becauſe their Baptiſms ſubmi 
were no other than the Baptiſms of Lay. men. that \ 
But () Mr. Bingham will have it, that tho they Cl 
were right in their Premiſes, they were wrong in Comn 
the Concluſion ; which he ſays, The Church corrected, Io. fit 
yet never denied their Principle, and acted ſtill in Con. Times 
formity to it, reducing Hereticks, and Schiſmaticks, andi PATA 
degraded Clerks to Lay-Communion. Whereas in here 
Truth the Church never denied the Concluſion, they | 
but the Principle, For whereas the Cyprianick either 
Principle was, as Mr. Bingham himſelf repreſents as © 
it, That Hereticks, and degraded Clerks are not Prieſts, of th 
but only Lay-men, and that ſuch as are ordained | Mean 
 Hereticks, are only Lay-men, and were never after ef © 
meddle with any Part of the Sacerdotal Office ; the Powe! 
Church, as appears from what the Council off* Prig 
Nice ordered in the Caſe of the Meletians and on: 
Novatians, and following Councils decreed wit there, 
regard to the Arians and Denatiſts, and othe Chara 
Hereticks and Schiſmaticks, allowed them to be thoug 
Clergy-men, and to officiate as ſuch without longir 
any Re ordination, (h) and he himſelf allows politic 
That they needed no more to be re ordained, than 1d P rie 
be re- baptixed. But it ſeems the Church reduced let it 
them to Lay-Communion, that is, ſhe deprived};Þ<* 
them of their Honour and Station ; They coulc My DI. 
— — — — or Sy 
(i) Schol, Hiſt. Part II. p. 128. 32 admin 
9 Ibid, Part II. p. 162. 5 0 


did not deny &. Cyprian's Pirmilia, | 
Concluſion, but bis Princh Firmilian, and many other 


ple. 


8. 16. That = reh Indeed St. Cyprian and 
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; and || not after that execute any Part of the Sacerdotal 


other | Office, without being guilty of Diſobedience to 
mpo- their Superiors, and acting in Oppoſition to 
*oun- {their juſt Command, they involved themſelves, 
t Hef and all that ſhould communicate with them, in 
were! the Guilt of Schiſm, if they would take upon 
red tol them to execute their Office after Depoſition, 
1 they( 20d before they were reſtored, and thereby ren- 
aticks Idered their Miniſtrations ineffectual. Or if they 
otiſms ſubmitted peaceably to the Cenſure, they loſt 


men. that Maintenance which was allotted to them 


they 25 Clergy-men: And being not excluded the 


Ng in 
rected, 


eas in Therefore, being reduced to Lay-communion, 


luſion, the7 might not come within that Rail, 


vianickleither to communicate or officiate, But all this 
reſenta was conſiſtent with their retaining the Character 


Prieſelof their Order, that was not deleted by this 


ne HMeans, becauſe the Character of an Order is a 
Power belonging to that Order. I am no leſs 
Ja Prieſt in another Man's Pariſh than in my 


d wit 

othe 
1 to be 
4 poſition to the Pariſh-Prieſt. Nay, if a Man be 
than 10 Prieſt never ſo legally ordained in this Church, 
educed let if he have no Cure, he muſt, generally 
>prived ſpeaking, communicate only as a Lay-man. He 


coulè 


nct 
bor Synods, he cannot preach, or baptize, or 


Character of my Order is the ſame in all Places, 
though I cannot legally exerciſe the Power be- 


_ _ Jadminiſter the Holy n in any Cathedral, 
11 P 


| 


* 


Communion of the Church, they were obliged 
to ſit among the Laity. For in the Primitive 
Con. Times the Clergy fat in a Place by themſelves, 
ts, and ſſeparated from the Laity, by a Chance] or Rail. 


very different Thing from the Exerciſe of the 


down: But I cannot lawfully exerciſe my Office 
there, without the Incumbent's Conſent. The 


longing to my Order in another Pariſh, in Op- 


has no Maintenance from the Church, he has 
no Place among the Clergy, either at Viſitations 


- 
: + . 3 4 
— —— I One ores 


CT] 
or Pariſh· Church, or Chapel; or exechte any 


other | Part of the Sacerdotal Power, without 
Leave from ſome Biſhop within his Dioceſs, o 


of ſome Prieſt within his Pariſh; and if he ſhould] 


intrude himſelf into any Church' whatſoever, ; 
Oppoſition to the Incumbent, he makes himfel| 


liable to the Cenſures of the Church. And ye 


at the Requeſt of any Incumbent, who is ſatis 
fied of his being truly ordained, he may occa 
ſionally miniſter any Divine Ordinance, an 
being nominated by the Incumbent, and licenſe 
by the Biſhop, may officiate conſtantly in that 
Church to which he is licenſed. And all the 
Authority given to Hereticks and Schiſmaticks 


after their Reſtoration to Communion, to enabled 


them to officiate as Prieſts, was no more tha 
this, which Mr. Bingham is pleaſed ſo often tc 
call the Authority of a new Commiſſion. Thi: 
being rightly conſidered, it muſt appear.eviden 
to every one, that there is a great. Difference 
between reducing a Prieſt to Lay-communion, and 


making him an entire Lay-man. Every Prieſt] © 


who has no kind of Cure, may be ſaid to be onl 
in Lay-communion. For thou gh he be as much 
Prieſt as any Pariſh-Prieſt in the Realm, or 2 
any Prebendary, or other Dignitary under thi 
Degree of a Biſhop ; yet he is not one of the 
Clergy belonging to any Biſhop, he bears nc 
Relation to the Biſhop, as a Clergy-man, bu 
as a Lay-man only. He as much needs the Au 
thority of a new Commiſſion, that, is an Inſti 


tution to be made an Incumbent, or a Licence 


to be made a Curate, as an Heretical or Schi 
matical Prieſt would need upon his Reſtoratio 
to Communion, before he can legally rake upo 
him to officiate. But every Body knows tha 
ſuch a new Commiſſion as this, that is, an Inſti 
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tution or a Licence, would not authorize a meet 
Lay-man to execute the Sacerdotal Office. 
Therefore, howſoever the Church, in order to 
maintain her Diſcipline, did ſee convenient to | 
r, infl reduce ſome Clerks to Lay-Communion ; yet 4 
umfelfl ſhe never intended, or pretended to make them 
nd yell entire Lay- men, ſince whenever ſhe ſaw: fit to 
s fat authorize them to officiate again, ſhe did not re- 
coccal ordain them, but only licenſed them to officiate. 
e, and From whence it evidently appears, that it was 
cenſed St. Cyprian's Principle, viz. That Heretical, and 
in tha Schiſmatical Prieſts, and degraded Clerks were meer 
all th] Lay-men, was corrected by the Church; which 
ticks never declared Lay-Baptiſms to be valid, but did 
enablg declare, and order that Heretical and Schiſma- 
re thar tical Prieſts, or Biſhops, and degraded Clerks, 
ften td might be admitted to officiate ' in the Church, 
Thi and that the Ordinations, as well as Baptiſms of 
evidenf Hereticks, and Schiſmaticks, and degraded Clerks, 
ferencq which they had received, even during their He- 
on, and reſy and Schiſm, need not be repeate. 
Prieſt] As therefore the Church has been as Uniform 
be only] in her Determination of the Validity of Here- 
nuch 4 tical and Schiſmatical Ordinations, as in the 
2, or af Validity of Heretical and Schiſmatical Baptiſms; 
der thq I think it does not become any private Man at 
of thq this time of Day, to deny the Validity of either. 
ears nd And ſince ſhe has alſo as plainly allowed that 
an, buf Heretical and Schiſmatical Prieſts, even during 
the Auf their Hereſy and Schiſm, were true Prieſts, not 
n Inſti deprived of their Sacerdotal Character, though 
Licence forbidden the Exerciſe of it, I cannot but won- 
r Schiff der, that a Man of Mr. Bingbam's great Learn- 
oratiorf ing, at the ſame time that he acknowledges the 
ke uporf] Character to be Indelible, ſhould undertake to 
vs tha] prove the contrary, by the Sophiſtical Argu- 
in Inſti} ment of their being reduced to Lay-Communion. 
tio 0 As - 
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: As if to be in Lay-Communion, and to be an 
entire Lay-Man, was the ſame Thing. But 1 
truſt that I have plainly proved that they are 


the Character, and another to be deprived of 
the Honours and Privileges annexed to it: That 
It is one Thing to be a Prieſt, and another to 
have a Cure of Souls, and to be maintained 
out of the Revenues of the Church: That 
there is a Difference betwixt being ordained, 
and being licenſed to. officiate in à particular 
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great Profit and Inſtruction, for which I take 
this Occaſion to return my moſt hearty Thanks 
I ſhall ever honour and reſpe& him as one of the 
moſt Eminent among the Parochial Clergy of 


» ſo far his Inferiour in that Point, as I find m 


as to be made to believe Contradictions, and t 


C3 _ 48 
be pt 
helie\ 
pl Hat che are Was thi 
very different; and that it is one Thing to loſe 


I hope therefore this learned Gentleman will 
now be ſo kind to himſelf, and to the World, 


as to take his leave of this Subject, which I per- 
ſuade my ſelf is ſo far exhauſted, that nothing 
new is to be ſaid of it, but only new Turns given 


to old baffled Arguments. And J ſhall be heartily i 
glad if he will go on with that excellent Work 


of Eccleſiaſtical Antiquities, wherein he has 
already made fo good a Progreſs, to the general 
Benefit and Satisfaction of all that defire to be 


acquainted with the State of the Primitive 


Church. For how much ſoever I differ fromſ 
him in this Point of Lay-Baptiſm, I cannot] 


however but very much eſteem him for his great 
Learning, and his beneficial. Labours, from 
which I acknowledge my ſelf to have received 


this Church, and will always pay that Deference 
to his great Learning, which may become one 


ſelf to be. But I am not altogether ſo ignorant 
U 


be 


Tg 
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e an Ibe perſuaded, that the ancient Church coul$ + 
ut 1 Whelieve the Sacerdotal Character to be Indelible, 
are Was this learned Gentleman aſſerts ; and yet that 
they ſhould eſteem thoſe who had this Indelible 
Character to be entirely Lay-men. Where 
great Men eſpouſe a Cauſe with ſo much Zeal, 
yet bring no better Arguments to prove it, in- 
ſtead of convincing their Opponents, they only 
confirm them in their former Opinion. 
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N 4 £ N A ves Chords Sur and 
1 Governours; Wherein is ſhewed that the 
Government of the Church of England, is moſt 
agreeable to that of the Primitive Ch 
The 2d Rditiea. 1 nne i 4 15,5; 
Some Conſiderations on the Times; ; wherein 
Marriage is ſaid to be prohibited. 
Sx RmoNs. 1. On Remiſſion of 5 2. The 
Honour of the Chriſtian Prieſthood. 3. The 
Extent of Chriſt's Commiſſion to baptize. - 4. The 
Dangers of a Relapſe. 5. The Chriſtian Altar 
and Sacrifice 6. True Moderation. 
The Doctrine of Remiſſion of Sins, and the 
Power of Abſolution, as ſet forth in a late Ser- 
mon, explain d and vindicated. In Remarks on 
Dr. Cannons Account of his two Motions in the 
Lower Houſe of Convocation. 

An Enquiry into the Judgm enk and practice 
of the Primitive Chiles, in Nelacden to Perſons 
being baptized by Lay men; Wherein Mr. Bing- 
bam's Scholaſtica Hiſtory is conſidered. With 

an Appendix in Anſwer to the Lord Biſhop of 

| Oxfirls Charge. 1712. O FE 
| The Authority of PFesb) ts H Provincial 
Synods „ vindicated: Being a Defence of 
Chapter on that Subject, in the Account of 

Church- Government and GoVernouts: - . 
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